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Claims 1 , 3-5, 9-26, E8-30 and 34-37 are pending in the application. All claims 
stand rejected. Claims 24. §36, and 37 have been cancelled. New claim 38 has been 


added. Reconsideration of 
Independent claims 


II pending claims is respectfully requested. 
1 and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being anticipated by UnrtedjStates Patent No. 5,815,197 to Kakii ("Kakii") and in view 
of JP 07-0131697 to Takdo et al ("Takeo"). Claim 1 is amended to include the 
limitations of the camera p< irtion including a non-stretchable transparent material and 
a fixation portion including a stretchable opaque material extending along the 
majority of the loop. Suppck for these limitations is found on page 7, lines 18-30. 

Kakii and Takeo aloine or in combination do not teach or suggest a loop having 
both a non-stretchable trar sparent material and a stretchable opaque material. The 
two separate materials serve different functions: the non-stretchable transparent 

screen, and the stretchable opaque to extend around a 
"c 'rming, frictional engagement 


material to extend over a 
display and provide a confi 


This follows as the camera 
purpose requiring a singul 


Kakii and Takeo do not teach or suggest a loop having two different materials. 


support mechanism in the respective references serves a 
r material characteristic, not two characteristics. In Kakii, 
the camera support mechanism extends across a screen and the mechanism is 
preferably transparent (cclumn 14, lines 39-46). There is no teaching for the 
mechanism to extend aro|nd any other area of a monitor other than the screen. 
Thus, there is no need far two different materials, one transparent and the other 
opaque. I 
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In Takeo, the holler band extends around a human head and no 
consideration is given fori a transparent portion. A non-stretchable, transparent 
material does not conform Lell to a user's head which would be uncomfortable and 
cause the holder band to sli 

Kakii and Takeo do not provide motivation to combine the references and, in 
fact, teach away from one another. Even if all the elements of claim are disclosed in 
the various prior art refere ices, the claimed invention taken as a whole cannot be 
said to be obvious without i ome reason given in the prior art why one of ordinary skill 
would have been prompte 1 to combine the teachings of the references to arrive at 
the claimed invention. 

Headbands typically are formed of a single material for a uniform fit and 
comfort. A headband confposed of two or more different materials having different 
characteristics creates an uncomfortable, non-unffomn fit This is certainly the case 
where one material is strefchable and opaque and the other is non-stretchabie and 
transparent. In Takeo, ttfjere rs certainly no suggestion or motivation to have a 
headband of two different materials with different properties. In Kakii, only a support 
mechanism of a single ms Serial is considered. There is no motivation to incur the 
added fabrication step of cfombining two different materials to form a single, flexible 
support. 

Furthermore, Kakii jjliscloses a device for videoconferencing which must be 
mounted to an output device and must be stationary. There is no teaching or 
suggestion in Takeo of using the head-mounted camera for videoconferencing- 
Videoconferencing with I head-mounted camera is certainly not an effective 
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user to enter a camera's 
used in conjunction with a 


technique and does not pre vide practical results. Although the examiner states that 
Takeo discloses the earner i being attached to a tree or pillar, such application is not 
useful in videoconferencing As can be appreciated, a user wearing a headband and 
camera assembly may wisf to position the camera so as to be included in a picture. 
Such actfons have nothing to do with videoconferencing and are merely to allow a 

eld of view. For videoconferencing, a camera must be 
visual output device. Because the Takeo camera is not 
mounted to an output de rice, Takeo teaches away from Kakii and the present 
invention. There is no imp< stus to combine a videoconference camera mount of Kakii 
with a head-mounted came a of Takeo. 

Claim 19 has bee i amended to include the limitation of a retractor to 
automatically move the cs mera from a retracted position to an eye level position 

deoconferencing. Support is found for this limitation on 
page 14, lines 11-15. Kal ii and Takeo do not teach or suggest such a limitation. 
United States Patent No. 5 519,597 to Tsai (Tsar) also does not teach this limitation. 
Tsai teaches an elevation mechanism for moving a lamp, but has absolutely no 
teaching for this occurring automatically upon some event. Tsai teaches that the 
lamp is moved for repairing purposes. Abstract. The elevation mechanism is unable 
to determine when a re >air is required and is to be performed and human 
intervention is required. A this limitation is not taught by the cited references, claim 
19 represents patentable s ibject matter. 

Independent claim 3 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over JP 200C -214517 to Takashi ("Takashi") in view of Takeo. Takashi 


upon commencement of v 
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is similar to Kakii in the te 
been amended, similar to 


iching of a camera mounted to a display. Claim 9 has 
daim 1, to include the limitations of a camera portion 


including a non-stretchabl< transparent material and a fixation portion including a 
stretchable opaque materia extending along the majority of the loop. 

A loop formed of twc fundamentally different materials is a limitation that is not 
taught by either Takashi c F Takeo. As discussed above, the headband of Takeo 
teaches away from a can era support having transparent and opaque materials. 
There is no teaching or si ggestion in Takashi of the camera attachment having a 
transparent portion and al *o formed of stretchable and non-stretchable materials. 
Takashi teaches a earners support to fix the position and direction of a camera. 

rt is formed of rigid members of uniform characteristic, and 
jsing materials of different characteristics. Accordingly, 
al le subject matter over the cited references. 
Independent claims 26 and 34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable overTs kashi in view of Takeo. As with clams 1 and 9, claims 26 
and 34 are amended to in ;lude the limitations of a camera portion including a non- 
stretchabfe transparent ma erial and a fixation portion including a stretchable opaque 
material extending along tt b majority of the loop. For the reasons discussed above, 


Takashi's camera support 
there is no suggestion of 
claim 9 represents patenta 


claims 26 and 34 represen 
Independent claim 
unpatentable over Takashi 
the limitation of a retractor 


patentable subject matter. 

J5 stands rejected under 36 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
n view of Takeo. Claim 35 has been amended to include 
automatically moving the camera from a retracted position 


to an eye level position up< n commencement of videoconferencing. Neither Takashi 
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or Takeo disclose a retract >r to automatically move a camera upon commencement 

i 

of a videoconference. Autcjmated action in response to; a videoconference is further 
not taught by Tsai. 

Newly added independent claim 38 includes [the limitation of a display 
attachment coupled to the f xation portion to removably secure the loop to the display 
to position the camera par on alongside a screen portion of the display. The cited 
references do not teach \ display attachment to removably secure a loop to a 

i 

display. In Kakii, the sup x>rt member 110 connects; to the unit 6 and does not 
include a display attachment In Takashi, a camera; 10 is coupled to a camera 
support 52, but there is no| teaching of the support 52; ; having a display attachment 


for removable coupling to t 
as illustrated. In Takeo, tl 
couple to the user's head 


ie display 14. The support 52 rests on top of the display 
e headband certainly does hot include an attachment to 

An attachment for coupling the band to the user's head 

i 

would, at the very least, bl uncomfortable and impractical. The limitations of claim 

i 

38 are not taught by the cit d references. | 

In view of the foret oing, independent claims 1. 9, 19. 26, 34, 35, and 38 

• ! 


represent patentable subj 


nclude the limitations of tr sir respective independent claim, they likewise represent 


patentable subject matter. 


set matter. As the remaining depending claims each 


\ Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested. 
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STOEL RIVES LLP 
One Utah Center Suite 110 ) 
201 S Main Street 
Salt Lake City, UT 841 1 1 -4304 
Telephone: (801) 328-313" 
Facsimile: (801)578-6999 


Respectfully subm I 
Dlgeo, Inc. 


led, 



Sfy D. Christensen 
Registration N6. 43,548 
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